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REMARKS 

Claim 1 stands rejected under 35 USC §102 (e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
No. 5,999,538 (hereinafter "Haddock"). Claims 2 and 3 stand rejected under 35 USC 
§102(a) as being obvious over AAPA in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,493,562, issued to Lo 
(hereinafter "Lo"). Claim 4 stand rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being obvious over 
AAPA in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,493,562, issued to Lo (hereinafter "Lo"). Claims 1 and 
2 have been amended to further clarify the present invention. Claims 5 and 6 have been 
cancelled without prejudice or disclaimer. 

In response to the above rejection, it is respectfully submitted that the claims recite 
features neither taught nor suggested by Haddock or in combination with AAPA and Lo. 
In particular, such features include "...upon detection of the error, stopping the 
transmission of the error packet to the switch without waiting for a complete reception of 
the entire error packet", as amended in Claim 1 . Support for this can be found at least in 
page 7, lines 6-17. 

The present invention discloses that the error detection is performed simultaneously as 
the packet is transmitted to a switch and that, if an error occurs in a packet, the error packet is 
not transmitted nor stored in the memory in order to save the overhead . Support for this can 
be found at least in page 7, lines 11-13. 

In contrast, as indicated in the specification of the present invention in page 7, lines 15- 
16, if an error occurs in the prior art , the controller still receives the entire error packet and 
transmits it to the switch engine . Accordingly, the present invention functions differently 
than AAPA. 
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Further, Haddock operates differently than the present invention. Haddock discloses 
that when a node detects a collision, it continues to transmit for a period of time to ensure all 
other nodes in the LAN detect the collision (Col. 6, lines 49-52). 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that the presently recited "...upon detection of 
the error, stopping the transmission of the error packet without waiting for a complete 
reception of the entire error packet to the switch, is not anticipated by AAPA. 

Claim 2 contains a similar feature as in Claim 1, thus urged patentable for the same 
reasons. 

The other claims in this application are each dependent from the independent claim 
discussed above and are t herefore b elieved p atentable for t he s ame r easons. S ince e ach 
dependent claim is also deemed to define an additional aspect of the invention, however, 
the individual consideration of the patentability of each on its own merits is respectfully 
requested. 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that the invention of Claims 1-4 are not 
anticipated n or m ade o bvious b y H addock a lone o r i n c ombination w ith A APA and Lo. 
Reconsideration and withdrawal of this ground of rejection are respectfully requested. 
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If any issues remain which may best be resolved through a telephone 
communication, the Examiner is requested to kindly telephone the undersigned telephone 
number listed below. If there are any fees due and owing, please charge Deposit Account 
No. 502-470. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: fl^fy^o^ 

Cha & Reiter 
210 Route 4 East, #103 
Paramus, NJ 07652 
Telephone: (201)226-9245 
Facsimile: (201) 226-9246 



Certificate of Mailing Under 37 CFR 1.8 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the United States Postal Service as 
first class mail in an envelope addressed to Mail Stop Non-Fee Amendment, COMMISSIONER FOR 
PATENTS, Alexandria, CA 223 13-1450 on AjWf-flfF*^ . 

Steve Cha. Reg. No. 44.069 
(Name of Registered Representative) 



CHA & REITER 




Ste^TCha 
Registration No. 44,069 
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